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 February 2, 2005 [{‘0 NA S
The Honorable William T. Hawks ‘}?’U)

Under Secretary for Marketing and Regulatory Programs
U.S. Department of Agrioulture

Couantry of Ongin Labeling Program

Agriculrural Marketing Sexvice

Stop 0249 Room 2092- S

1400 lndepemde.nce Avenue, SW

Washington, DC 20250-0249

e Re** Cominents on Iiiterini Final Country 6f' Origin Labelisg Regwation for Fish and Sheilfish
{Dacket No. L5-03-04)

Dear Secretary ﬁawm:

Wal-Mart is plaased 0 respand to the U.S. Department of Agriculture's (USDA’s) request for commeénts
orn the interim final repulation for country of origin labeling for fish and shellfish We regpectfully request that you
address two 198ues in the fina] rule,

First, we encourage you to simplify the recordkeeping provision in the final regulation. A complete record
provided by the supplier directly with the product and held at store level untl the product is sold should serve as the
ouly record that must be maintained by retail stares, including their corparate headquarters. A complete record
would include the supplier’s name and contact information; the type of seafood; its country of origin and method of
production; and a lat code number or other unique ideatifiar, such as a pack date or a sell by date, thar would allow
the supplier to locate records related to the specific product.

Unhke retailers and diswibutors, the supplier has ﬁmba.ud.)m(:wledge of the origin and production of the
seafood item and, thus, is the only entity that can propezly validate tbc origin and production claims made. Once the
seafood is harvested, itx country of origin and method of productisn are fixed and cannot lawfally change.
Therefore, it is Dot necessary for the food distribution chain to capture or maiain information as the product is
transferred through the chain provided that the product is directly accompanied by 2 complete rocord. Indeed,
information provided durectly from the supplier to the retailer i likely to be more consisteatly aceurate gince this
syatem will eliminate the chance for errors that might otherwise oceur when information is recorded and wansmitted
by intermediaries,

Moreover, if the supplier provides a complete record with each shipmenrt, then USE#-shenid-ha
necessary information af hand to assess whether the claim required by the statute and made ar store level is accurate,
without having t5 traca the product back through each step of the distribution chain. This procedur? is far more
efficicnt and would bave the additional benefit of conserving USDA resources, Accordingly, we respectfully request
that USDA allow a complete supplier record to serve as the only record necessary at store level and remave the
requiretnent for corporalte or mte:medmry recordkccpmg -

Second, the interim ﬁnal rle becomcs effective om April 4, 2005. The final rule is unlikely to be issued
much before the IFR is scheduled to take effect. Therefore, we urge you to include a new effective date with the
final rule so that we will be able t¢ implement It in 2 imely and efficient manper. In particulay, we urge you 10
apply USDA's recently amnounced uniform labeling compliance date policy.

. .
We appreciate your atention to aur ¢omments,

|

ipceraly,

Hruce Peterson
™ VP / GMM Fresh Food





